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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

This action is in response to Applicant's amendment filed March 28, 2008. Claims 41-58 
are pending in the present application. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 7(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on March 28, 2008 has been entered. 

Specification 

The amendment filed March 28, 2008 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) because it 
introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no amendment shall 
introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added material which is not 
supported by the original disclosure is as follows: Applicant had amended the specification to 
incorporate a packet forwarding device, which includes network entry devices, wireless access 
point and central switching devices, but not policy server. This is not part of the original 
disclosure. 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 41-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. The claims contain matter (i.e. "packet forwarding device) that was not supported by 
the original disclosure. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 41-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Seeman in 
view of Vaid. 

Regarding claim 41, Seeman teaches a method of controlling the usage by an attached 
function of network services associated with a network system that includes the attached 
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function, one or more other attached functions and network infrastructure, the method 
comprising the steps of: 

a. acquiring information about an attached function seeking access to the network 
services (figure 4; [0175-0177] ; 

b. associating a level of trust with the information about the attached function (abstract; 
[0021-0022]; 

c. granting to the attached function preliminary entry to the network system based upon 
the information acquired (figure 4: [0175-0177]); 

d. determining whether a stored policy history exists for the attached function [005 1 - 
rule matching]; 

e. if the stored policy history exists for the attached function, establishing for the attached 
function one or policies for network services usage based upon the stored policy history [0053 - 
modifying existing rules]; 

f. if no stored policy history exists for the attached function, establishing for the attached 
function one or more static and dynamic policies for network services usage [0053 - adding new 
rules]; 

g. monitoring the network usage for triggers (abstract; [0021]); and 

h. modifying for the attached function one or more of the policies upon detection of one 
or more triggers ([0023]). 

However, Seeman does not explicitly teach establishing for the attached function one or 
more static and dynamic policies, and modifying for the attached function one or more of the 
static and dynamic policies upon diction of one or more triggers. In an analogous art, Vaid 
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teaches establishing for the attached function one or more static and dynamic policies, and 
modifying for the attached function one or more of the static and dynamic policies upon 
detection of one or more triggers (figure 3; col. 27, line 45 to col. 28, line 28). At the time the 
invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to establish static 
and dynamic policies and modify the static and dynamic policies upon the detection of a trigger 
in order to protect the managed resources in the network, thus making the network system more 
robust. 

Regarding claim 42, Vaid teaches the method as claimed in Claim 41 wherein the step of 
modifying for the attached function one or more of the static and dynamic policies is performed 
independent of any action of the attached function (figure 3; col. 27, line 45 to col. 28, line 28). 

Regarding claim 43, Vaid teaches the method as claimed in Claim 41 wherein the step of 
modifying for the attached function one or more of the static and dynamic policies comprises the 
step of changing a static policy to a dynamic policy (col. 27, line 45 to col. 28, line 28). 

Regarding claim 44, Vaid teaches the method as claimed in Claim 41 wherein the step of 
modifying for the attached function one or more of the static and dynamic policies comprises the 
step of changing a dynamic policy to a static policy (col. 27, line 45 to col. 28, line 28). 

Regarding claim 45, Vaid teaches the method as claimed in Claim 41 wherein the static 
and dynamic policies relate to usage policies by the attached function of any network service and 
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not solely ingress and egress to and from the network system by the attached function (col. 27, 
line 45 to col. 28, line 28). 

Regarding claim 46, Vaid teaches he method as claimed in Claim 41 wherein the step of 
modifying for the attached function one or more of the static and dynamic policies occurs per 
flow (col. 27, line 45 to col. 28, line 28). 

Regarding claim 47, Vaid teaches the method as claimed in Claim 41 wherein the step of 
modifying for the attached function one or more of the static and dynamic policies occurs per 
session (col. 27, line 45 to col. 28, line 28). 

Regarding claim 48, Seeman teaches the method as claimed in Claim 41 further 
comprising the step of saving set and modified policies associated with the attached function as 
the stored policy history for the attached function [00 1 9]. 

Regarding claim 49, Seeman teaches the method as claimed in Claim 48 further 
comprising the step of establishing rules of hierarchy for saved set and modified policies (figure 
14). 

Regarding claim 50, Seeman teaches the method as claimed in Claim 49 wherein a 
portion of the saved set and modified policies are stored on a local network infrastructure device 
to which the attached function is directly connected and a remainder of the saved set and 
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modified policies are stored on a central network infrastructure device to which the attached 
function is not directly connected (figure 14). 

Regarding claim 51, Seeman teaches the method as claimed in Claim 50 further 
comprising the step of overriding saved set and modified policies stored on the centrally located 
network infrastructure device with saved set and modified policies stored on the local network 
infrastructure device (figure 14). 

Regarding claim 52, Seeman teaches the method as claimed in Claim 48 further 
comprising the step of invalidating the saved set and modified policies upon the occurrence of a 
specified event (figure 140. 

Regarding claim 53, Seeman teaches the method as claimed in Claim 41 wherein the only 
static policy is that there are only dynamic policies [0016]. 

Claims 54-58 are similar to claims 41, 42 and 50-52, respectively, therefore are rejected 
under the same rationale. 



Response to Arguments 
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Applicant's arguments have been considered but are found persuasive. Applicant's 
amendment is based on new matter that was not part of the original disclosure. Therefore it is 
not considered. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ALINA N. BOUT AH whose telephone number is (571)272-3908. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (9:00 am - 5:00 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached on 571-272-1915. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Alina N Boutah/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2143 
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